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• t 

My telegram No. 

Lebanese Foreign Minister gave his promised 
account of the Summit Meeting to the F.A. Committee 
of the Chamber on January 30. 

2. M. Takla's prepared statement, according to 
press accounts, cowered for the most part familiar ground. 

As might be expected, he laid especial stress on the revival 
. of the Arab League, "which (he is quoted as saying) experience 
has proved to remain the best means of Arab cooperation; 
and we, in Lebanon, are thankful that the Arabs have 
realized this truth". Referring to the plans agreed up.n 
in Cairo for improving publicity for the Arab case, he is 
reported as stating that the projected tour of foreign 
capitals by groups of Arab Foreign Ministers was ore 
feature of these plans. The only new points of detail in 
his statement weir that the Lebanon's quota of the 
£6i-million required for diversion of the headwaters was 
3.85, and that the Lebanon's representative on the Technical 
(Jbmmittee was Fouard Bizri. 
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3. At the conclusion of his prepared statement Takla 
was evidently subjected tc a series of leading questions. 

To three of them Takla (according to L*Orient ) excused 
himself from replying. These were- 


(a) What would the Arab attitude be if laraal in fact 
took the quantity of water allocated under the Johnston Plan? 

/ (b) Since 
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(b) Since the Sunlt Meeting had evidently ruled 
out the use of force, would the Arabs have recourse to the 
Security Council if Israel vent ahead, or if she attacked 
any one of the Arab States vhich had constructed works on 
the Jordan tributaries? 

(c) Shat attitude would the Arabs adopt to 
Great Powers who supported Israel supposing the latter 
went ahead? 

1. In reply to another question (according to al-Nthar ) 
he declared that no diversion works would be started before ' 
Military protection is securec "by a decision of the 
C.-ln-C. ef the Unified Command and by the Arab League Defence 
Council". (Cf. the rather different version in ay telegram 
No. 73.) 
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